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The Summit and the Atlantic Alliance 


Whether or not the already held and the forthcoming 
Eisenhower-Khrushchev talks will end in the cessation 
of the cold war, it is certain that we have entered an 
era in which the importance of international coalitions 
is rapidly diminishing. Eventually, this may result in 
the dissolvement of the two existing international mili- 


tary alliances. 


Ever since the Suez crisis in 1956, the international 
situation is shaped more by the direct Soviet-American 


encounter than by that of the 
separately consolidated poli- 
cies of two groups of nations. 
While on the surface this does 
not introduce a distinguish- 
able change, until 1956 the 
Soviets and the United States 
were in the position of spokes- 
men for two respective alli- 
ances. Now, each of them is 
increasingly speaking for her- 
self. 

This is the result of surpris- 
ing developments in military 
technology. It is a reflection of 
the diminution of the military 
dependence of the two main 
powers on their respective 
allies. 


The period of adjustment to 
the new reality is a painful 
one. Political concepts which 
became traditional are sub- 
jected to critical analysis and 
yesterday’s tabus are still 
| adhered to but in public state- 
ments only. Among the West- 
ern powers, frictions are 
taking place which only a few 
years ago would have been 
unthinkable. 

Into this category fall such 
events as the contradictory 
positions taken by the United 
States on the one hand and 
by Great Britain and France 
on the other hand in the 
Suez crisis, the more re- 
cent failing cooperation be- 
tween NATO and France, 
President de Gaulle’s and 
Chancellor Adenauer’s dis- 
senting position on a sum- 
mit conference, the growing 
American sentiment against 
foreign aid, and the increas- 
ing American concern with 
the unfavorable balance of 
payments of the U.S.A. All 
these important problems 
would have been dealt with 

(Continued on page 6) 








THE MINORITY OF ONE... 


Gutenberg’s invention of modern printing gave mankind 
not only a revolutionary means for exchanging ideas but 
also a powerful new weapon for manipulating man’s mind. 


Of all of man’s rights and liberties the most precious 
one is freedom of thought. It is the quintessence of free- 
dom. As George Orwell put it: “Freedom is the freedom 
to say that two plus two make four. If that is granted, 
all else follows.” 


Of all oppressions the oppression of thought operates 
through the subtlest channels. It is incomparably less 
conspicuous than starvation, denial of political rights, or 
corporal abuse. Like a tasteless poison, it attacks the 
victim without warning. 


One particular form of thought oppression is the most 
degrading of human experiences; its victims are masses 
of volunteers, mentally anaesthetized by orthodoxy and 
conformity. Again to quote Orwell: “Orthodoxy means 
not thinking—not needing to think. Orthodoxy is uncon- 
sciousness.’ Orthodoxy is mental suicide. 


THE MINORITY OF ONE will tear away at the in- 
visible chains of the mind. It will exercise the right of 


saying that two plus two make four, paying no heed to 
political taboos. 


We believe that the ultimate test of a civilization’s 
worthiness and ability to survive lies in the quality of the 
individuals it produces. Hurrah-patriotism, flag waving, 
and blind, nationalistic self-contentment are no substitutes. 
In the fierce international competition of our era, they 
will prove not only futile, but also detrimental to our 
society. If we are to be both worthy and able to survive 
the Communist challenge, we must be prepared to make 
a national virtue of self-criticism. 


Self-criticism is not inimical to patriotism. On the con- 
trary, it is an indispensable ingredient of genuine concern 
and devotion to one’s society. Otherwise, only the stupid 
could be patriotic ... 


To retain its independence, THE MINORITY OF ONE 
will not be open to commercial advertising. Its success will 
depend entirely on the support of its readers. We trust 
that those who welcome truly free discussion will not 
only themselves become subscribers, but also help us to 
reach their friends. 








McCarthyism During and After McCarthy 


Richard H. Rovere’s best selling book “Senator Joe 
McCarthy”! occasions an analysis of problems the im- 
portance of wnich far exceeds present day psychological 
reflections about a man who lived and died and whose 
name was Joseph McCarthy. Referring to a colleague’s 
expressed hope that his book “will throw some light on 
why American society appeared so vulnerable to an 
adventurer armed mainly (so it seems) by the timidity 
of his victims’, Rovere admits that “This book, I fear, 


throws little light of the sort 
he asks .. .2”. Indeed, what 
seems to have inspired the 
book was the author’s over- 
whelming fascination, though 
negative in nature, with Mc- 
Carthy’s personality. 

This is unfortunate because, 
while there is little justifica- 
tion for an unrevealing re- 
iteration of the McCarthy bi- 
ography anno 1959, the kin- 
ship between the great dema- 
gogue’s personality and the 
“dark places of the Amer- 
ican mind”? is the only last- 
ing aspect of McCarthyism 
which deserves continued il- 
lumination. While Rovere is 
aware of this aspect*, he reso- 
lutely refuses to go into it. It 
was this refusal which not 
only decisively distracted 
from the present day rele- 
vance of Rovere’s book, but 
also made the author see Mc- 
Carthy in a distorting, mag- 
nifying mirror. 

If McCarthyism was no 
more than the man McCarthy 
and it was only his person who 
“held two Presidents captive, 
... had enormous impact on 
American foreign policy... 
(bearing) heavily on the 
course of world history, and 
American diplomacy might 
bear a different aspect today 
if McCarthy had never lived’, 
then there can be little sur- 
prise that the author con- 
ceives of his subject as being 
a fascinating colossus. 


1 Harcourt, Brace & Co., New 
York, 1959 

2 Senator Joe McCarthy, p. 261 

3 Ibidem, p. 3 

4“The fault, we must surely 
know, was always in ourselves, but 
he—McCarthy—was close to being 
a genius in bringing it out”—lIbid., 
p. 267 : 

5 Ibid., p. 5 

(Continued on page 10) 








Propaganda Through News-Slanting 


Several weeks ago a fed- 
eral grand jury in Washing- 
ton, D. C. indicted three for- 
mer radio officials on charges 
of accepting a $750,000 pay- 
off from the Dominican Re- 
public for agreeing to broad- 
cast political propaganda as 
news. They were charged with 
failure to register their net- 
work as an agent of a foreign 
government. What was un- 
satisfactory about it was the 
fact that no other charges, 
such as accepting bribery, 
were pressed. Not being a 
lawyer, I do not know wheth- 
er additional charges could 
have been made. If, however, 
the law provided no means of 
prosecuting except failure to 
register as a foreign agent, 
Congress would be wise to fill 
a serious gap in our statutes. 

It seems to me that pre- 
meditated news-slanting is a 
criminally immoral act wheth- 
er it is paid for by a foreign 
power or anyone else. Other- 
wise, a reporter or a news- 
caster, bribed into spreading 
propaganda in the disguise of 
bona fide news items, is not 
guilty of any crime as long as 
the bribe did not come from 
a foreign government. 


THE EDITORS OF FACTS 


This issue is so delicate, 
and the danger of instituting 
some form of censorship is 
so inherent in it, that airtight 
legislation may not be sought. 
Furthermore, news-slanting 
is not always prompted by 
bribery. Often, it is motivated 
by a false concept of patri- 
otic duty. The real question 
is whether a reporter may 
consciously color, slant, dis- 
tort, suppress, or fabricate 
news in order to lead the pub- 
lic towards what he believes 
to be a desirable conclusion. 
The commentator who does 
not pretend to submit objec- 
tive fact has much more li- 
cense in this respect. When, 
however, news as such con- 
tains deliberate misrepresen- 
tation, such a fraud is com- 
parable with the fraud com- 
mitted by a dishonest sales- 
man. 

And yet, fraudulent report- 
ing, even if not bought by a 
particular lobby, is the gen- 
eral practice rather than the 
exception. The professional 
mind-manipulators all too 
often count on the naivete of 
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the public. “Unfortunately 
correct knowledge and sound 
principles are not enough. An 
unexciting truth may be 
eclipsed by a thrilling false- 
hood. A skillful appeal to pas- 
sion is often too strong for 
the best of good resolu- 
tions.” * 

The spirit of the cold war 
is most conducive to political 
news-slanting. The reporter’s 
efficiency is hardly tested by 
rational criteria of honest re- 
porting. Rather, his profes- 
sion becomes an art of story 
making. The closer he comes 
to satisfying and flaring up 
the hatred of the enemy, the 
more he is responding to pop- 
ular tastes. As long: as he sat- 
isfies his readers emotionally 
and politically, his intellectual 
integrity will not be ques- 
tioned. Popularity is the re- 
ward a biased and emotional 
public is always ready to 
grant to the carriers of its 
slogans and banners. 

The few reporters who still 
draw a distinct line between 
propaganda and news report- 
ing grow, under the circum- 
stances, to the stature of liter- 
ary heroes. So rare and un- 
gratifying does their quality 
become, that each is worthy of 
the Pulitzer prize. 


*From Aldous Huxley’s recent 
series of articles Tyranny over the 
Mind. 

(Continued on page 8) 
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THE MINCHITY OF ONE 


To The Reform of 
The Educational System 


1. THE SCOPE OF THE REFORM? 


Ever since Sputnik shocked the American public 
out of complacency, our educational system has found 
itself under increasing criticism. Much analysis 
and experimentation has been going on on the local, 
the state and the federal level. Perhaps the most ex- 
tensive study was undertaken by the Presidential 
Science Advisory Committee. The report of that com- 
mittee was released, last May 28rd, in a prestige en- 
hancing manner. Mr. Eisenhower’s warm endorsement 
was professedly intended to bring it to the attention of 
the entire nation. Typically however, that document 
could not successfully compete with the headline prom- 
inence of crime accounts and with “history” as shaped 
on the previous day by the Nats, Yanks and Orioles. 

As commendable as the recommendations of the 
Committee for a jacking up of the American educa- 
tional system may be, it would be naive to regard them 
as a miracle cure. Indeed, one must doubt whether 
reforms of our classrooms and curricula and increases 
in educational budgets, as overdue as they are, would 
suffice to cause that “Americans should attach greater 
value to intellectual excellence.” 2 

A nation’s schools are not confined to curricula, 
classrooms, and school buildings. Its teachers are not 
only the ones occupationally so defined. Its students 
are not only the children behind school desks. A na- 
tion’s education is derived from the totality of its 
experience. In a broad sense, its factories and stores, 
its offices, bars, and theaters, its sports stadiums, 
farms, and newspapers, its legal statutes and political 
institutions, its social and economic relationships— 
they all are the nation’s schools and curricula. No 
nation can have an educational system much better 
than its total environment and experience. 

When an educational system is found to be basically 
wrong, it is not just an isolated problem, but symp- 
tomatic of more than what transpires within the class- 
room. To treat it as an isolated problem would be 
merely patching a torn suit. The patch would cover 
the hole, but it would not raise the quality of the worn 
out garment. 

Neither the purpose nor the scope of our soul search- 
ing is satisfactory. 

The purpose is not satisfactory because it is too 
narrowly defined. It is motivated by a limited, specific 
cause. It is an expedient. The aim of education may 
not be limited to serve a specific cause. Education is 
a purpose in itself. Nothing may motivate it but a 
relentless search for truths. When it serves other, 
specific goals—however commendable they may be— 
it ceases to be education, and instead becomes in- 
doctrination. 

Sputnik did not inspire within us a sudden burning 
search for truths. It rather made us aware that scien- 
tific pursuit offers decisive assets for winning the 
international competition. Indicative of this is Admiral 
H. G. Rickover’s best selling book “Education and 
Freedom”. “If we are to hold the Soviets at bay’’, says 
Rickover, “and still remain a free democracy we must 
have citizens who are, every one of them, better human 
beings as well as more competent workers in their 
field.” * This sounds quite progressive except that it 
contains educational apologetics. Education does not 


1A second installment of this article will follow in the Janu- 
ary issue of The Minority of One. 
From the President’s accompanying release on the report of 
the Science Advisory Committee. 
3 Education and Freedom, by H. G. Rickover, E. P. Dutton & 
Co., New York, 1959, p. 244 
(Continued on page 4) 
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LES MISERABLES 


The Culture We Buy From the Grocer 


To see a repenting sinner is always a heart breaking, sentimental 
sight. No matter how merciless a god, or an individual, something 
is bound to melt in his heart as he watches the inward torment of 
one who atones. However, how would you react were you ever to 
find out that the atoning sinner was cynically putting on a show to 
evoke your sympathy, as a part of his new scheme of sinning 
against you? Wouldn’t you be ready to tear him to pieces? I bet, 
you would! 

Maybe I am a notorious sceptic, but to me a television network 
executive and tears do not settle with each other and such a sight 
reaches the vision compartment of my brain with the reflection of 
a crocodile. Maybe I am making myself guilty of the sin of not 
forgiving, but when I hear network men talk about their duty to 
police themselves, my notion is to call up the nearest police precinct 
and urgently beg for protection. Indeed, I happen to be such an 
hysterical individual that I would crawl under my bed and never 
stick my nose out for an airing, were the policing of Sing-Sing ever 
to be passed on to its residents (just imagine, this could be done 
for the sake of democracy and local self-determination!). 

Not that I do not believe the momentary sincerity of the MEA 
CULPA outcries of network executives. But, the way I am, I could 
not suppress my suspicion even at the sight of a “professional” 
pick-pocket meting out a spanking to his hand which has been 
caught in my pocket. Especially, my hysteria would not let go of 
me were I to see the man’s second hand wander in the direction of 
my other pocket. And again, I do not necessarily doubt the sin- 
cerity of the spanking the first hand was receiving. 

But, poor fellow, all he has trained himself to be is a thief, there 
is nothing else in the world he could.or would like to be. And he 
has to make a living. He has to. This is a compulsion. Now, since 
stealing is the only way he knows for making a living, stealing 
becomes his compulsion, from which he cannot abstain in spite of 
repenting moods. 

Each calling and vocation has its own frustrations. Neither a 
doctor nor a lawyer work only at times of complete contentment 
and self-satisfaction. They learn to swallow disappointments, self- 
doubt, and heartaches and to go on with their professional work. 
So does everyone else, even if he happens to be the president of a 
television network. His job is bigger than his moods and sudden 
attacks of nostalgic sincerity. The mood will pass, but the job will 
be right there, demanding full attention and continuation. 

The basic problem is that most of this nation’s cultural and enter- 
tainment life is in hands, whose first loyalty is not to culture and 
entertainment, but to the sacrosanct art of merchandising. As long 
as our grocer is called upon to determine our cultural life and 
entertainment, he is going to, he has to, he cannot help but appear 
in our living room, even if dressed for the occasion, with a slight 
odor of pickles, herring, and sauerkraut. And the electrician, hired 
to serve as the interior decorator of your home, is bound to “beau- 
tify” it with an. abundance of electric switches. If his brother 
happens to own a bathroom equipment store, you may even wind 
up with an extra pissoir in your living room (“I am a slave of your 
convenience, Sir’). 

If this talk of mine offends anyone’s sensitive taste, I urgently 
recommend he re-inspects his living room for a hidden package of 
sauerkraut, or a hidden toilet bowl left there by the grocer or ap- 
pliance salesman on his last visit on the TV screen. (Did you ever 
see the motion picture in which Paul Muni portrayed Prof. Ehrlich? 
Remember the shocked Victorian lady who stormed out from the 
room after Prof. Ehrlich told her he was working on identifying 
the bacillus of syphilis? I kind of guess that a rather interesting 
scene—listen, Alfred Hitchcock!—was left out of that motion pic- 
ture. In it we would have seen the indignant lady returning home, 
falling into the consoling embraces of her husband and immediately 
becoming a potential living laboratory for Prof. Ehrlich’s scientific 
pursuit.) 

So, coming back to our subject, we are not going to discriminate 
between the screws and bolts of the machine; to us the sponsors, 
the networks, the producers, and the contestants of the rigged quiz 
programs are ‘all parts of a system in which notoriety is inherent. 
For all we know, their more-than-pious confessions might have been 
just another stage production—the cooperative werk of ghost 





writers, dramatical coaches, legal and public relations advisors. 
Possibly it was intended to appease the boiling wrath of the public, 
in order to avert a long overdue BASIC heuse cleaning. 

Television has provided not only a vehicle for commercial misrep- 
resentation, but also has become inimical to real culture and good 
entertainment. Not less scandalous than the rigged quiz programs 
are the general programming policies of the networks. They delib- 
erately promote inferior substitutes for culture and the cheapest in 
entertainment, while virtually conducting a holy war against excel- 
lence. Under the circumstances, mediocrity has become our concept 
of excellence. That explains the phenomenon that such programs as 
the now defunct Studio One and the still lingering on Playhouse 90 
came to be known as the sublime in drama. Indeed, they are sublime, 
but only when held against the background of trash which was 
forced upon us as our daily diet. The debasement of our tastes 
was prompted by this sort of cultural inflation even more than by 
the omnipresent cliche of pies thrown into someone’s face. 

As for the future, no half measures, no reprimands of one party 
or the other, nor their promises to police themselves, will do. If we 
are to introduce honesty into television, the reform must begin at 
the very foundations; a system must be introduced, in which tools 
of culture and entertainment will not be used for merchandising 
but for culture and entertainment. 

To devise such a sound system would be, theoretically, the easiest 
task in the world. Indeed, all logic and truth would be behind so 
intended reforms. Still, to expect the only reasonable, just, and 
warranted reform is all too naive. Because the business concession 
on the cultural life and entertainment of this nation is in the hands 
of merchandisers who are powerful enough to defeat reason, justice, 
and real patriotism. The dissatisfied stand for the most righteous 
case and yet their case is hopeless. Absolutely hopeless. 


LOOK WHO IS TALKING 


The sad spectacle of the quiz program investigations provided a 
real picnic for the press. That was their hour to celebrate. This was 
the epitome of what the Germans call SCHADENFREUDE. The 
long hated competitor for commercial advertising could finally be 
ridden on like a blind horse. Not that the horse did not deserve to be 
ridden on. But, look who is doing the riding! Every literary liar, 
who places his own brain children in the orphanage of “authorita- 
tive sources”; every editor who, like the dishonest druggist, ped- 
dies aqua destilata as a mind-curing drug, who dilutes the healing 
medicine of information with a three to one ratio of filth, who mar- 
kets Kindergarten comic strips for adults, lets perverted crime 
emphasis chase world shaking events from the headlines of front 
pages, or photographs half naked women with the pretext of “this 
is pornography, look at it—this shouldn’t be seen!”; every prostitut- 
ing publisher whose mind lies for sale on the counter for every 
advertiser to be picked up—this is the “society of the innocent”, 
whose ethical and professional standards were suddenly offended 
by the malpractices of the television competitor! Even among 
prostitutes it is not unusual that one of their number should be 
singled out for gossip and bad “reputation”. 

The press is supposed to be a bridge between the minds of men. 
But the sole purpose for which most of our newspaper publishers 
stay in business is business. 

The American press is the most conceited and aggressive factor 
in the public life of America. It attempts to set itself up as an 
additional branch of government, and as the supreme branch at 
that. They appoint themselves the watchdogs over the courts, the 
legislature, and the executive branch. The truth is that most of 
our newspapers are guilty of the same fraud as the one perpetrated 
over the air waves. There, the grocer sets himself up as the na- 
tion’s Ministry of Culture and Education, while in the Fourth 
Estate, word peddlers usurp the position of independent judges and 
genuine educators. 

Freedom of press and broadcasting is not achieved by the mere 
absence of direct governmental censorship. What our press and 
networks are totally deprived of, and what they desperately need, 
is freedom from the absolute control of business. Till this will be 
established, it is folly to claim that our public media of communi- 
cation are free. 
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“Let us no longer pray that America 
may become an asylum to all nations.” 

—From a letter by W. S. Shaw, secretary and 
nephew of President John Adams, to the First 
Lady, Abigail Adams. 

Many Americans are proud of their spiritual inherit- 
ance. They justly boast of their country as having pro- 
vided the biggest refuge in history for the hunted of 
other nations. They are proud, and for good reasons, of 
the American Constitution, which like no other document 
in history undertook to guarantee civil liberties. They 
are proud of the Bill of Rights, which in the greatness 
of its simplicity permeated man’s consciousness and 
aspirations beyond the American continent. They look 
at the Statue of Liberty as the enduring, majestic Lady 
whose honor and integrity they are ready to preserve 
and to defend. 

This is legitimate pride. 

This is a pride which does not only flatter man’s self- 
esteem, but also serves as a guide into the future. It is 
a constructive, educating pride, and no one should be 
deprived of it. 

Some people, however, are proud of more questionable 
events of the past, in which their forefathers partici- 
pated. Human nature being as irrational as it is, it would 
not be surprising were we to run into a man who would 
proudly claim ancestry of a terror-spreading Western 
gun fighter. A more literate version of such snobbery 
found expression in a columnist’s nostalgic reference to 
generations past when “it was quite dangerous to say 
that this country was no good, that some other country 
was superior. Aliens who spoke ill of the United States 
were told to go back where they came from.” Not only 
does the columnist nostalgically refer to those days of 
old glory but his heart is broken, because “times do 
change and we have lived through years of intensive 
propaganda for internationalism .. .”. 

We, surely, would like to believe the gentleman’s as- 
surance that times have changed so radically and that 
intolerance is no longer with us. Were it so however, 
we would not join his mourning for treasures lost. Much 
rather, we would welcome the change and celebrate. - 

No, this was not a quote from Westbrook Pegler. The 
nostalgic mourner is no other than the self-styled, made- 
to-order and meant-for-increased-circulation conserva- 
tive, super-patriot, chief-examiner-of-everyone’s-loyalty, 
Mr. America himself-—George E. Sokolsky. 

Having identified the author of the mourner’s Kaddish, 
I may as well proceed with my Ode to Sokolsky. There 
is no further danger to be feared; should this piece come 
to his attention, in all probability he would not continue 
reading it beyond the preceding sentence. Instead, he 
would be devoting his time to investigating my personal 


1 All quotes in this article, excepting the ones from a recent 
syndicated column, were taken from Freedom’s Fetters by James 
Morton Smith, Cornell University Press, 1956. 


2 Claypoole’s American Advertiser, Philadelphia, May 4, 1798. 
3 Daily Advertiser, New York, July 10, 1798. 


SOKOLSKY’S 





NOSTALGIA 


background, convictions, loyalty, and what not, proudly 
continuing the great tradition of his departed master and 
hero, Joe McCarthy. Since Sokolsky only recently pro- 
fessed to have saved America from hydrogen holocaust 
through such a personal inquisition against another 
writer who differed with him, I, being of foreign stock, 
could find myself even more easily out-Americaned by 
him. But, there is nothing like taking chances... 

The truth of the matter is that Mr. Sokolsky (he was once 
terribly offended by a correspondent who dared to refer 
to him by his first name) is not telling a lie when he 
refers to days in which his spiritual forefathers ostra- 
cized everyone who dared to think for himself and 
exercise the right of free speech. About one such wave 
of dark inquisition and witch hunting he knows first 
hand, having contributed to it at the side of his great 
teacher from Wisconsin. But Sokolsky’s spiritual ances- 
try, which he does not fail to take pride in, dates back 
to the beginnings of the Republic. Already in 1798, an- 
other American journalist coined the slogan: “He that is 
not for us, is against us.” Indeed, there can be little 
doubt that George Sokolsky as a columnist would fit 
much better into the columns of the quoted Federalist 
Gazette of the United States than he settles with the 
spirit of a democratic, free press. I am even ready to 
bet that were Sokolsky to have lived in those days, he 
would have beaten still another American commentator 
to the outcry: “May the delirium of Democracy never 
revisit America.” 2 However, there is no reason to sup- 
pose that McSokolsky would also support still another 
spiritual colleague’s demand for “one and but one party 
in the United States.” * Joe Sokolsky is not in favor of 
one party. All he wants is one thought, the Sokolsky 
thought, and no dissensions, please... 

Oh, had he only lived in those days! His writing would 
not be in vain as it so often is in these corrupt, “changed” 
days of “internationalism”. The self-admittedly despised 
intellectuals of our times would not sneer at his power 
to smear. And wouldn’t he have qualified to serve as a 
Jim Hagerty to President John Adams?! How many 
additional ideas could he have planted in the Federalist 
President’s mind for wiping out opposition, closing down 
uncooperative newspapers, throwing out foreigners 
(“alien enemies”—don’t you like this term, Mr. Sokol- 
sky ?), and saving and re-saving America a million times. 
If he only had lived in those days, perhaps America 
would even have survived and still be around in 1959! 


But George Sokolsky did not have a chance. 
He is an anachronism. 


He could not contribute to America in those fateful 
days by making certain that no future generation would 
ever discontinue the spirit of John Adams. 

And all this loss to history due to a trivial genealogical 
incident: at the time, George Sokolsky’s grandpa, or 
great-grandpa, had been keeping company with my own 
grandpa, or great-grandpa, on a tailor’s bench in a little 
remote hamlet of Russia or Poland. 

Perhaps, they even attended Heder together... 





To the Reform of the Educational 
System (Continued from page 2) 


come “to hold the Soviets at bay”. 
This may well be an important, but 
strictly incidental, advantage. Edu- 
cation is self-justified. It is not mer- 
chandise which is bought for its 
attractive or re-usable wrapping. 

I argue this point, because I seri- 
ously doubt whether we can possibly 
achieve educational excellence, if its 
PURPOSE is to lick the Russians, 
or build better homes, or have better 
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cars, or whatever else. But, if we will 
desire education for its own sake, 
because it satisfies a man’s craving 
to know, then we will be better hu- 
man beings, more immune to foreign 
abuse and challenge, build better cars 
and homes, and count a million other 
blessings. 

The scope of our self-criticism is 
not wide enough, because we are at- 
tempting to explain what is wrong 
with our students only by what trans- 
pires in its classrooms. 

Even if we should train the best 
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of teachers, and print the finest of 
textbooks, and follow a perfect scho- 
lastic curriculum, the situation would 
not change basically. How can we, 
for instance, develop in our young 
people an uncompromising search for 
truths, when they are perpetually 
exposed to the big industry of the 
lie—commercial advertising? Or, is 
there no link between a compelling 
search for truths and knowing that 
a soft drink makes you sociable, a 
laxative makes you smile, and a cig- 
arette makes you think for yourself? 
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Every so often one comes across some political declara- 
tion in our press sponsored by a business enterprise. 
Except for the small print, or a single line across the 
page, there is no hint as to the commercial nature of the 
announcement. A similar technique is used at times in 
radio and television commercials. Often, a commercial 
advertisement contains a reprinted newspaper article 
which, having nothing to do with the advertiser’s prod- 
uct or business, editorializes on some domestic or inter- 
national issue. 

That such a situation should be tolerated is an insult 
to the intelligence of the American public. To the best of 
my knowledge, there is no other country where this 
could occur. 

Whatever the purpose and motivation of one who stays 
in business, it would be laughable to ascribe them to a 
Platonic search for public philosophies. While staying 
in business creates a man’s interest in a public milieu 
favorable to his profits, the link between a lobby of 
vested interests and a political party is usually indirect 
and covert. A businessman, who would run his enterprise 
for no other purpose than pro publico bono, would be a 
poor businessman indeed, while as a politician he would 
amount to an obvious fake. 

Following a psychological principle of salesmanship, 
our marketing experts do not sell their merchandise but 
the blessings it is alleged to bestow. They do not sell 
refrigerators but instead the tasty, tongue wetting, 
chilled foods preserved in them. They do not sell soft 
drinks but “sociability”. And General Electric does not 
peddle electric appliances, but “Progress’’ itself. 

To me, these ways of steering public opinion are so 
ridiculous, that each time I listen to a rather lengthy 
dissertation on public affairs by a General Electric, or 
any other business announcer, I am greatly entertained. 
Assuming the role of a professor of political science, the 
well groomed salesman of the television screen exalts 
the virtues of one legislation or another, analyzes, ‘‘ob- 
jectively”, the differences between systems of govern- 
ment, or, in times of elections, urges me to cast my vote. 
His terminology does not consist of words like “buying’’, 
“selling”, and “price”, but instead—“freedom”, “lib- 
erty”, “progress”, and “the future of this nation and 
the world”. 

Yet, my reaction of amusement is wrong. One should 
be disturbed and concerned rather than entertained. 
Because the described phenomenon poses a threat to the 
integrity of political activities. 

On September 10th, The Washington Post (possibly 
also other newspapers) carried a full-page announcement 
swearing us in into making “no concessions, no appease- 
ment, no ‘deals’ with Khrushchev” and warning that 
unless we heed this advice, America will be in “the posi- 
tion of becoming his greatest captive nation!”’. 

Were this the voice of The Washington Post, or of any 
of its journalistic contributors, one could challenge its 
political wisdom, but not the right of being uttered. 


* Washington Post, November 6, 1959. 


PLATO SPEAKS...FROM A REFRIGERATOR 


However, the small print of the quoted page reveals that 
it was sponsored by the Allen-Bradley Company. I was 
about to consult a directory of American schools of 
political science, when my continued reading of the 
small print made any research unnecessary. The com- 
pany was identified as one which “manufactures quality 
motor controls and quality electronic components.” 
(Note: No political essays listed among its products.) 
So, it was not a school of political science, nor a political 
party, after all! 


I do not know what motivated the producer of elec- 
tronic components to spend a considerable amount of 
money to enter the realm of a public political discussion. 
I could not assert that he was concerned about the pros- 
pect of a cold war cessation lest it adversely affects his 
defense contracts, since I do not know whether or not 
the Allen-Bradley Company is in the habit of entertain- 
ing influential generals . .. Possibly, the political zeal was 
no more than an exploitation of a central public issue to 
ingrain the sponsor in the minds of potential customers. 
But I do know for certain that the Allen-Bradley Com- 
pany is in existence for other purposes than finding the 
correct political path for the American nation. 


Another eager idealist of sorts is the International 
Latex Corporation, whose iatest press contribution* 
was devoted to no less a problem than the crisis in 
Algeria. After reading every word of the two articles 
included in that contribution (one signed by A. N. 
Spanel, Chairman of the International Latex Corpora- 
tion), I could not find a single reason for Latex’ interest 
in educating the American public about the Algerian 
problem. Perhaps the last line, put between quotation 
marks without identifying the brains which begot the 
thought, offers a clue. It reads: “YOU AND EVERY 
MAN IN BUSINESS ARE THE TRUSTEES OF THIS 
NATION AND THE WORLD”. (To me it sounds like 
a quote from either President Eisenhower, or from any 
president of some large business corporation.) Is it that 
the Latex “World Trustee” proposes a new kind of a 
Summit Conference, which would bring him together 
with the representatives of GM, GE, and a few others 
to decide the fate of the world? (Mr. A. N. Spanel, do 
not forget to invite Mr. Krupp from Germany!) 

The only direct business link between such political 
activities and their sponsors, can be found in the pre- 
sumed Income Tax deduction of the costs involved. No 
one could argue that advertising is not a legitimate busi- 
ness expense, deductible from Income Tax. However, as 
contributions to political parties are not deductible, nei- 
ther should be contributions to political causes under the 
pretext of commercial advertising. Were this the ruling 
of the Internal Revenue, it would be interesting to see 
how many business enterprises would remain faithful 
to their political “idealism” and continue this practice. 

Such an overdue ruling would not only enrich our 
federal treasury, but also—and this is immensely more 
important—eliminate a most dubious method of manipu- 
lating public opinion. 





How can one teach his children in- 
corruptible honesty when they watch, 
on TV, fortunes change hands by 
the mere verdict of chance? How 
effectively can one introduce them to 
culture and art, when so much atten- 
tion is diverted to cheap entertain- 
ment and athletics? How can one 
imbue them with respect for excel- 
lence, when all public media of com- 
munication glorify mediocrity? How 
can we raise politically sophisticated 
citizens, when in our press a few 
meager world dispatches are buried 


in filibusters of crime, sports, comic 
strips, and society pages? How can 
one hope they will follow current 
events intelligently, when our na- 
tional leaders feed them superficial 
propaganda? How can we promote 
meaningful democracy,. when our 
election campaigns resemble more an 
Americanized version of a Persian 
market than a contest of merits? And 
how can we promote independence 
of thought, beyond paying it lip serv- 
ice, when we all are obliged to 
think alike about God and church? 


Can all these and many more edu- 
cational problems be solved in the 
classroom? No, they cannot. 

The new emphasis upon education- 
al mechanics may well improve our 
military-scientific posture, but unless 
it results in a total educational 
awakening, it will contribute little 
to the total health of our society. The 
fact that all facets of society deter- 
mine its vitality and chance to sur- 
vive in times of crisis, may be less 
obvious than the performance of 
weapons, but it surely is not less real. 
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The Summit and the Atlantic Alliance (Continued from page 1) 


differently were it not for the 
unadmitted but nonetheless 
real process of disengagement 
from the Western coalition on 
the part of the U.S.A. 

The ever increasing dis- 
cords among the Western 
powers are often interpreted 
as signs of the weakening of 
American leadership within 


the Atlantic Alliance. While 
this is an undeniable process, 
it is due to American inten- 
tions rather than to default. 
In the ensuing era of inter- 
continental ballistic missiles, 
there will not be much use in 
leading nations whose cooper- 
ation can no longer tip the 
scales. 


IS THE CRISIS OF NATO REAL? 


. Under the circumstances, 
talk about the revitalization 
of NATO and Secretary-Gen- 
eral Paul-Henri Spaak’s as- 
surance that ‘Fortunately 
NATO is not, as some people 
think, in a state of crisis. On 
the contrary, it is flowrish- 
ing.” 1, cannot dispel doubts 
which must be realistically 
faced. 

Paul Henri-Spaak’s conso- 
lation that NATO is lately ex- 
panding into the field of po- 
litical coordination among its 
members, even if valid, con- 
stitutes no substitute for its 
impaired war-deterring func- 
tion in strictly military terms. 
NATO was founded as a force 
to deter what the West would 
consider Soviet aggression. 
Nevertheless, should such ag- 
gression take place, NATO 
was relied upon to assure the 
West of victory. This and only 
this remains NATO’s test. 

From its beginnings, a dec- 
ade ago, NATO has been in 
a race with time. The advent 
of the atomic age in warfare 
minimized the importance of 
manpower contributions on 
the part of the NATO powers. 
Its importance rather lay in 
the strategic location of bases 
in member states. This was 
most evident in the case of 
Iceland. Iceland’s membership 
was sought and obtained in 
spite of the fact that she 
maintains no military forces. 
Her participation was impor- 
tant only because of the geo- 
graphic position of what be- 
came the air base at Keflavic 
and the navy base at Hvalf- 
jorour. 

For a striking force NATO 
had to rely on the Strategic 
Air Command. It provided 
bases from which Soviet ter- 
ritory could be reached by 
SAC’s bombers. Bases consti- 
tuted the very justification of 





1 Foreign Affairs, April, 1959. 
2“The Delicate Balance of Ter- 


ror”, Foreign Affairs, January, 
1959. 
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NATO. While they were still 
in the process of being estab- 
lished, multiplied and ex- 
panded, a new military reality 
had to be contended with— 
the existence of intermediate- 
range missiles in the Soviet 
arsenal. 

These new means of atomic 
bomb delivery made the 
NATO bases so vulnerable to 
Soviet attack that SAC saw 
itself forced to reduce the 
number of aircraft deployed 
overseas. NATO bases lost 
their primary importance as 
launching sites and became, 
in the main, refueling stations 
for intercontinental flights by 
SAC aircraft. 

When the Soviets launched 
Sputnik, they proved that the 
means for intercontinental de- 
livery of atomic bombs were 
within their reach. Our only 
possible immediate reaction to 
the new situation was to in- 
stall launching sites for inter- 
mediate-range missiles within 
firing range of the Soviet 
Union. Having such launching 
sites in NATO countries could 
offset Russia’s superiority in 
intercontinental delivery. 

This, however, brings us 
back to the very situation 
which earlier caused SAC to 
withdraw some of its aircraft 
from overseas—the vulnera- 
bility of the NATO bases. The 
question was posed in dra- 
matic simplicity by Albert 
Wohlstetter: “If overseas 
bases are considered too vul- 
nerable for manned bombers, 
will not the same be true for 
missiles?” 2 Since the bases 
could be destroyed by Soviet 
intermediate-range missiles, 
they would hardly divert So- 
viet attack upon the territory 
of the U.S.A. by means of 
intercontinental ballistic mis- 
siles. 

Before long. intercontinen- 
tal missiles will constitute the 
chief factor of strategic re- 
liance for both the United 
States and the Soviet Union. 
In such a situation, NATO 
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RAISING STANDARDS OF LIVING 


NEED THE SOVI{TS 


The investigation of the subcommittee on economic | 


statistics of the Joint Economic Committee, under the 
chairmanship of Rep. Richard Bolling, provided a 
refreshing departure from the almost traditional dema- 
goguery of most congressional investigations in recent 
years. Directing its attention to the comparative econ- 
omies of the United States and the Soviet Union, the 
investigation centers on the most fateful aspects of 
our future. The mere initiation of such an analysis is 


a departure from the traditional chauvinistic arro- | 


gance which has so often misled us into believing 
that anything American is superior and cannot be 
effectively challenged. At last we have reached a 
mature stage of thinking where the objective merits 
of a contest between “the American way” and the 
forces and tendencies adverse to it are carefully 
weighed. 

While the growth rate of the Soviet economy is at 
present more than twice that of our own, we may 
console ourselves with the fact that the total Soviet 
production lags so far behind ours that their relative 
growth does not reflect the actual comparative levels 
of the two national economies. Adding, for instance, 
a pair of shoes to the Soviet consumer is in terms of 
Soviet economic growth a major achievement, while 
a similar addition in American consumer goods would 
hardly affect the percentage of our economic growth. 
The ratio of growth in a hungry economy is quite a 
different matter from that in a highly developed 
economy. Therefore, once the Soviets have provided 
the essentials of modern living, it will be virtually 
impossible for them to retain their present ratio of 
growth. 

While these are the consoling factors, there are 
other not less important aspects: which we should be 
alert to. 

The Soviets face a formidable task in attempting 
to match the total industrial and agricultural output 
of the United States. Even more formidable is their 
ambition of matching our per capita product. How- 
ever we must bear in mind that the Soviet economy 
may well reach a standard of life essentially compar- 
able with our own, without having reached the per 
capita production of the United States. Once the Soviet 
economy reaches, let’s say, 80 per cent of the American 
per capita output (the figure of 80 per cent is used 
here arbitrarily, for the sake of making a point), it 
may provide the Soviet citizen with essentially the 
same goods and services as are provided to Americans 
at a much greater effort and investment. 

This may be due to the differences between a state- 
planned and state-controlled economy and a free econ- 
omy which is regulated by nothing but supply and 
demand. In the latter a significant portion of produc- 
tion ends in waste and non-essentials. To use but one 
instance: the Soviet economy does not have to match 
American butter production in order to supply its 
consumers with an equal quantity of butter. Parity 
will prevail as soon as the Soviets achieve the level 
of American butter production MINUS the quantities 
kept out of the American market through purchases 
by the Government. 

This is equally true of many other agricultural and 
industrial products. The service provided by a small 
car is not essentially different from that provided by 
a car of 300 horse power. Should small cars become 
as popular in the Soviet Union as big cars are in the 
United States, the citizens of both countries would 
essentially enjoy an equal standard of living with re- 
spect to transportation. Furthermore, a well developed 
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system of public transportation in and between cities 
with fewer privately owned cars could probably pro- 
vide as good a transportation service as the two cars 
of the American family. That esentially equal results 
would be achieved more economically by one system 
than by the other would only strengthen that system. 
In the final analysis, it is not the amount of effort 
which counts, but the results achieved. 

Perhaps the most dramatic differences in the re- 
spective standards of Soviet and American living lie 
in the field of housing. It will take a long, long time 
before each American brick and each foot of electric 
wiring is matched by a Soviet brick and foot of electric 
wiring. But this is not necessary to secure for the 
Soviet citizen a level of housing essentially comparable 
with that of his American counterpart. If and when 
the average Soviet citizen occupies a modern, com- 
fortable home, small significance will attach to the 
apparent superiority of the American home just be- 
cause in addition to everything else it will also include 
a ping-pong room. While such a difference would be 
real, it would be so unessential as to lose all economic- 
sociological significance. 

An authoritative study which would tell us what 
savings could be undertaken in the American economy 
without essentially lowering our standard of living is 
badly needed. Only a so reduced level of American 
production should be compared with the planned Soviet 
production levels. 

It is a fallacy of the economic philosophy of laissez- 
faire that anything produced and traded automatically 
becomes an asset to the national economy. The apolo- 
gists of laissez-faire often entertain the notion that 
another ten thousand high-powered salesmen could 
prevent recessions from ever occurring in our economy. 
That our economy may well be afflicted by a surplus 
of salesmen would never be admitted by a marketer. 
To him all goods sold strengthen the economy, even if 
they ultimately land in someone’s trash-can. While this 
theory may be convenient for marketing enterprises, 
it would be a poor showing indeed were one to point 
to the “treasures” in trash-cans when relative national 
strengths are considered. 

Which reminds us of the French peasant and his 
wife whose scheme for enrichment was to bring a 
barrel of wine to the village and sell the contents by 
the glass. Spending the night in anticipation of their 
retail trade the following morning, the peasant decided 
to taste a glass of the refreshment. He paid his wife 
for it. She in turn decided to wet her own tongue, for 
which she paid her husband. In the morning the wine 
was gone. For every glass a coin had been collected 


_ and the peasant and his wife could not understand how 


they had wound up with only one coin in their pos- 
session. 

This story reflects many aspects of our economy 
more closely than appears at first glance. Each vibra- 
tor sold as a weight reducing device—and it can be 
so sold only by virtue of utter misrepresentation—re- 
quired a certain amount of raw materials, labor and 
marketing effort. While it absorbed a certain amount 
of human energy, it provided no effective service in 
return. It was sheer waste, a sheer deficit in energy. 
So was each pill and drug sold by the millions without 
benefiting the misled purchasers. Or, did you notice 
the means by which barber shops “professionalize” 
their appearance? The service of lathering your face 
prior to shaving is performed effectively only by the 
act of relatively prolonged application. This service is 

(Continued on next page) 





bases, while no longer play- 
ing a decisive role, would only 
invite Soviet attack. That’s 
why Italy’s and Turkey’s re- 
cent consent to the installa- 
tion of intermediate-range 
missile sites on their soil was 
received as something of dar- 
ing heroism on their part. 
Even the rather optimistic 
Henry A. Kissinger warned, 
already in 1957, that “A (So- 





8 Nuclear Weapons and Foreign 
Policy, pub. by Harper & Bros., 
New York, 1957, p. 122. 


viet) 1,500-mile missile would 
be useful primarily for black- 
mailing our allies or threaten- 
ing our overseas bases ... it 
might make overseas air bases 
untenable.” * 

In this new strategic re- 
ality, how will Europe defend 
itself? How will each member 
state contribute to the defense 
of the Atlantic Alliance? 
Once the nightmarish picture 
becomes reality, Europe may 
be forced to watch, passively, 
its fate being decided over its 
heads (literally). 


THE NEUTRALIZATION OF THE COMMITTED 


This prospect has grave po- 
litical consequences. Leading 
European politicians, for 
years committed and loyal to 
NATO, have the feeling of 
the rug being pulled out from 
under their feet. They shud- 
der at the thought of some 
day finding themselves in a 
state of forced neutrality. At 
the same time they are sub- 
jected to the disappointing re- 
alization that their advice is 
losing impact upon American 
foreign policy. 

The possible economic re- 
percussions are not less bleak. 
The construction and mainte- 
nance of American overseas 
bases play a vital part in the 
economies of the host coun- 
tries. American trade and fi- 
nancial policies no longer 
need to be very conciliatory 
to European interests. 

The mutuality of relations 
between Europe and America 
is rapidly losing grounds and 
so is the inter-dependent mil- 
itary relationship. It was pre- 
cisely because of this that 
President Eisenhower had on 
two occasions to travel to Eu- 
rope and assure its leaders 
that the United States, in 
talks with Soviet leaders, 
would not do what it had 
gained the power of doing. 

On the other hand, the Eu- 
ropean powers, feeling the 
discomfort of having to de- 
pend on nothing but Ameri- 
can good will subject to 
changing interpretations, 
started seeking compensative 
arrangements. France’s ob- 
structionism of NATO was 
not motivated by a weakened 


loyalty to that organization. 
If anything, France seeks to 
reinforce NATO’s indispensa- 
bility, precisely because this 
is no longer self-evident. 
“Some of those who realized 
the gravity of the threat 
which the Soviets now held 
over the free world began to 
wonder if there was not a risk 
that the guarantee of nuclear 
intervention hitherto so gen- 
erously offered by the United 
States to all the free peoples 
might not one day be limited 
to the stakes which the Amer- 
ican public considered most 
essential to its own security,” 
wrote René Pleven in the Oc- 
tober, 1959 issue of Foreign 
Affairs. 

Under the circumstances, 
one cannot help but conceive 
of the forthcoming summit 
conference as, at least partly, 
an American concession to 
Great Britain and France, 
having more to do with diplo- 
matic courtesy than with de- 
ciding the issue of peace or 
war. The real summit was 
transferred to Camp David 
and any other place where 
President Eisenhower might 
meet with Chairman Khrush- 
chev. 

The political adjustments to 
the developing new reality of 
military technology will not 
be confined to American re- 
lations with other NATO 
members. A day may come 
when Soviet demands to dis- 
band both NATO and the 
Warsaw Pact will enter the 
realm of the negotiable, while 
a European demilitarized 
= may well emerge of it- 
self. 
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Need The Soviets Surpass Us? 
(Continued from page 7) 


never performed by the “efficient” 
and professional looking gadget which 
turns out ready lather. The gadget 
deprives you of the needed service 
and also of money for which you 
could have obtained some effective 
service or goods. Such a gadget is 
inflationary. Or, perhaps you have 
watched a shoe shine boy at work? 
He has to convince you that there is 
a difference between your “‘amateur- 
ish” way and his way of shining 
shoes. So the poor boy invests all the 
energy gained from his breakfast 
cereal into swift, lashing motions of 
his rag somewhere above your shoe, 
in the air, once, and twice, and again 
he is shining, shining away the... 
air. Lost motions, lost effort which 
create nothing. 

If waste were only limited to the 
“style” of shoe shining, there would 
hardly be a need to mention it while 
considering fateful problems of the 
national economy. Unfortunately the 
wasted motions are performed in 
each and every field of the American 
economy. What an incredibly big over- 
head has to be carried by our econ- 
omy is indicated by the fact that so 
many products reach the retail mar- 
ket with a mark-up of several hun- 
dred, and at times even several thou- 
sand, per cent of the factory (or 
farm) price. 

The peasant who sold every drop 
of his wine for a single coin, the shoe 
shine boy who made thousands of 
motions of which only a few did any 
good to your shoes, the ping-pong 
room in addition to the den, finished 
basement, recreation room and card 
game room, the salesman who sells 
refrigerators to Eskimos or vibrators 
to overweight people or the George 
Washington bridge to scores of tour- 
ists—all these caused money to cir- 
culate, but we had better deduct the 
products involved when surveying 
our gross national product. 

The real problem is not only eco- 
nomic but also political. If the Soviets 
at present, with a gross national pro- 
duction of about 45 per cent of that 
of the United States, can divert into 
defense the same amount of money 
as we do, what will they be canable 
of investing into any field of national 
priority as the gap keeps narrow- 
ing? Their achievements in missiles 
indicate that at least in one economic 
respect they may already have sur- 
passed us—in their ability to divert 
energies to top priority projects. 

The real question is whether we 
can afford the luxury of keeping eco- 
nomics outside the domain of gov- 
ernmental responsibilities. 

As fateful as this issue is to Amer- 
ica, its solution will depend on those 
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to whom any adjustment ‘vould prove 
most painful. It would require volun- 
tary sacrifices, or at the very least 
passive compliance on the part of in- 
dustry and trade, to adapt the Amer- 
ican economy to the challenges of our 
era. 

History does not lack instances 
of such voluntary sacrifices. So far 
however this has come about only in 
the face of a direct, domestic danger 
of expropriation through a Commu- 
nist advent to power. Our industry 
and trade do not find themselves un- 
der quite similar direct pressure. The 
challenge does not come from within 


the country but from without. Will 
this more remote challenge compel 
the curtailment of self-interest on the 
part of those whose influence and 
power suffice to avert any change? 

The compromises for which indus- 
try and trade settled in Italy in the 
twenties and in Germany in the 
thirties involved political schemes 
which, we may confidently hope, 
would prove utterly unacceptable to 
America. But, perhaps a road can 
be found which would make a some- 
what planned economy compatible 
with the preservation of political and 
civil liberties. 


Propaganda Through News-Slanting (Continued from page 2) 


LAOS: A CASE IN POINT 


Recent developments in Laos and 
on the Sino-Indian border provided 
typical cases in point. 

Misled by what many reporters 
must have conceived of as their patri- 
otic duty, for many days virtually all 
news dispatches kept referring to the 
skirmishes in Laos as nothing else 
but an outright invasion by North 
Vietnamese forces. 

There was sufficient background in- 
formation on the record to make 
anyone proceed with caution in as- 
serting the purely invasive and ag- 
gressive nature of the actions, of 
which the Laotian Government was 
alleged to be an innocent victim. 

There were the provisions of the 
Convention of Geneva of 1954, which 
not only banned an increase of troops 
and arms for Laos and established 
the International Supervisory Com- 
mission, but also allowed the concen- 
tration of the leftist Pathet Lao 
forces in the north-eastern Laotian 
provinces, pending a political in- 
ternal settlement. All these provisions 
were flagrantly and overtly violated 
by the Government at Vientiane, 
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which did not hesitate to repudiate 
the Geneva Convention itself. 

The Laotian army has been on the 
increase and so were its arms. The 
Laotian Government ominously par- 
alyzed the International Commission 
for Laos of which Canada, India, and 
Poland were members. The Pathet 
Lao movement was duped into at least 
partial disarmament through inclu- 
sion in a coalition government. This 
move, subsequently, proved to have 
been a scheme for their decimation; 
after gaining a significant election 
victory in 1958. the Pathet Lao were, 
on July 22, 1959, thrown out of the 
government, and the succeeding gov- 
ernment launched a campaign of 
crushing them by means of imprison- 
ment, terrorism, and executions. 


All this has to be kent against the 
background of fantastic corruption. 
Nor may it be forgotten that Laos is 
an artificial creation, a state without 
a nation. 


To what degree the political 
schemes and the arming of the Lao- 
tian army were encouraged by Amer- 
ican aid and advice is more than a 
matter of speculation. 


But even if Laos was subjected to 
a foreign invasion, there were suf- 
ficient reasons to verify, with a grain 
of suspicion and skepticism, to what 
degree the invaders consisted of Lao- 
tian elements, who, having fled perse- 
cution and military pursuit, were 
now returning to their homeland to 
react to increased provocations of 
the Royal Government. 


In spite of all these ominous im- 
plications of the well established rec- 
ord, the American press proceeded, 
for many days, with presenting a pic- 
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ture which bore no relation to 
the known facts. Only after it 
could be safely assumed that 
the public was sufficiently 
prejudiced, references started 
creeping in which, if presented 
in due time and with proper 
emphasis, would have made 
the picture of the struggling 
angel and devil more dubious. 

In presenting the Laotian 
events as nothing else than 
an outside intervention, our 
press found itself at variance 
with the responsible British 
and French press. Yet, no one 
could suspect the British and 


French of sympathies for 
Communist Vietnam. But, 
sympathies or not, somehow 
the British and French press 
feel compelled to more factual 
and objective reporting on 
events. 

When finally a U.N. special 
committee reported that it had 
not uncovered any invasion of 
Laos, the American press did 
not apologize to its readers for 
misleading them, but still as- 
suming its pretense of always 
being right and truthful, it 
gave the issue the silent treat- 
ment. 


FUNERALS WITHOUT CORPSES 


Similar distortions accom- 
panied most news dispatches 
on the border skirmishes be- 
tween Chinese and Indian 
forces. Suddenly, in our pa- 
triotic forgetfulness we be- 
came more Indian than the 
Indians themselves. Overnight 
we forgot yesterday’s misgiv- 
ings about Nehru and India 
and presented the events as 
nothing but a Chinese inva- 
sion of Indian territory. Ref- 
erences were made to a Mac- 
Mahon line as an accept- 
ed, indisputed international 
boundary, while the British, 
the authors of the MacMahon 
Line, pleaded ignorance of its 
legal sacrosanctity. The fact 
that the territory of the con- 
flict has been subject to dis- 
putes and contradictory claims 
for half a century was virtu- 
ally lost in the overall outcry 
against outright, unprovoked 
invasion. 

Indeed, in view of our past 
presentations of the political 
upheavals in Egypt and later 
in Iraq, both at times having 
been pictured in the Ameri- 
can press as outright Com- 
munist conspiracies by Col. 
Nasser and Gen. Kassem, it 
was amazing to watch the un- 
graceful acrobatics the press 
had later to perform in wel- 
coming Nasser’s and then Kas- 
sem’s political resurrection. 
Since the European, and espe- 
cially the British, press has 
never let its imagination loose 
to describe a Communist fu- 
neral of empty coffins, that 


press did not find it necessary, 
suddenly and miraculously, to 
welcome Nasser and Kassem 
back among the living. 

In the sphere of foreign 
policy and foreign news cov- 
erage, our press all too often 
volunteers as a tactical arm 
of the State Department. Sad- 
dest is the fact that this is 
achieved not only by a vol- 
untary automatic compliance 
with the State Department in 
editorial policies, but also in 
editorializing or slanting, of 
news items. 

A lie does not stop being 
a lie just because it is patri- 
otically inspired. Patriotism 
which cannot rely on the truth 
is not worth lying for. Our 


inclination to overdramatize . 


our righteousness in our con- 
flict with the Soviet Union 
tends to make us hysterical. 
It may also make many un- 
committed people wonder 
whether we ourselves trust 
the implications of bare facts. 
The free world need not let 
loose its propaganda imagina- 
tiveness. It will serve its cause 
much better by uncompro- 
mised adherence to the truth. 
This will raise its own self- 
confidence and gain the trust 
of uncommitted people. Let 
brain-washing remain a Com- 
munist patent. We shall be 
better off without short lived, 
momentary expediencies. And 
first and foremost, let us keep 
our own house in a spiritual 
shape worth living for. 
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The Chronic Malady, or 
Our Relations With Latin America 


When such staunch friends of the United States in 
Latin America as President Juscelino Kubitschek of 
Brazil lose their patience with the kind of good neigh- 
bor policy we have been providing, we had better stop 
and reflect whether it suffices to call each Latin-Ameri- 
can critic of the U.S. a Communist. 

The persistent rise of anti-American feelings 
throughout Latin America merits a soul searching in- 
quiry which cannot be replaced by the platitudes of 
diplomatic protests submitted to governments each 
time the deterioration of relations is more or less 
violently demonstrated. 

Two years ago, after Vice-President Richard Nixon’s 
ill-famed tour of Latin-America, the Administration 
from the President down was most generous with 
statements to the effect that imaginative steps will be 
undertaken to improve relations between the U.S. and 
her neighbors to the south. In reality, however, the 
situation was allowed to deteriorate steadily. 

The recent anti-American demonstrations in Pan- 
ama and Cuba are dramatic reminders that a situation 
persists which won’t be solved by pretending that 
everything is running its normal course. 

The very fact that since the Nixon visit no dramatic 
changes in our Latin-American policies took place is 
an indictment of our attitude of “indifference” about 
which even President Kubitschek is so bitterly com- 
plaining. Perhaps we feel big and mighty enough not 
to be too concerned with the hurt feelings and offended 
pride of the Latin-Americans. Is it that they cannot 
make us “jumpy” just because we know that they do 
not have the power ever to “lick” us? 

Were we to believe that all the ills of our relations 
with Latin America could be cured by offering a few 
more loans or financial aid, we would be refusing to 
penetrate the deep seated misgivings against us. Be- 
cause, to put it very boldly and directly, the main mis- 
givings the Cubans and the Panamanians and the 
Guatemalans as well as other Latin-Americans enter- 
tain against us are due to their not unjustified con- 
viction that the American Government considers the 
private interests of each small group of American in- 
vestors the national interests of the U.S.A. and acts 
accordingly. Be it Guatemala or be it Cuba, when land 
reforms are introduced which put the interests of sev- 
eral American companies in jeopardy, we react as if 
those countries had launched an attack against the 
United States. No sugar company and no fruit com- 
pany exploiting foreign lands is the epitome of Amer- 
ican national interests. It is a perfectly legitimate 
course of action when economically deprived nations 
attempt to improve their lot by eliminating foreign 
exploitation. This is the position we seem to be taking 
each time British or French colonial interests are being 


‘compromised. We, in effect, supported Nasser’s na- 


tionalization of the Suez Canal with a determination 
which remained unswerved in spite of precipitating a 
crisis in our relations with Great Britain and France. 
We hesitate to endorse France’s Algerian policy. Why 
is it then that we are utterly deprived of the ability to 
understand the legitimate aspirations of some of our 
Latin-American neighbors?! 

In the long run, the sooner we learn that United 
States interests do not begin and end with one com- 
pany or another operating on foreign soil, the sooner 
we will be able to lay sound foundations for inter- 
state cooperation on the American continent. Shouting 
“Communist!” at each Latin-American leader who, in 
the pursuit of his nation’s legitimate interests, may 
wish to curtail the activities of some American com- 
panies, is not only untrue, but soon enough there may 
be no one left we could consider our friend. 
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McCarthyism During and After . . . 
(Continued from page 1) 


But, to conceive of McCarthy in 
this way is to divorce him from the 
social, political, and historical back- 
ground of his society. It took the 
application of an unexplained and 
unjustified sarcasm towards think- 
ing in sociological terms. Rovere 
states “Those of us who have been 
educated in the twentieth century 
habitually think in sociological terms, 
whether or not we have had any 
training in sociology” *®, as if this 
statement justified disregard of the 
sociological view altogether. 


6 Tbid., p. 265 

7From Frederick Lewis Schuman’s arti- 
cle on Adolf Hitler, in the 1958 edition of 
Encyclopaedia Britannica, Vol. 11, p. 598A 

8 Democracy in America, pub. by Alfred 
A. Knopf, New York, 1956, Vol. I, p. 263 


Any discussion of McCarthy would 
be a futile exercise in political gos- 
sip unless it took stock of the society 
which begot him. “All agitators are 
misfits. All misfits are potential neu- 
rotics or psychotics. But those whose 
image of reality is utterly distorted 
can win a following only in communi- 
ties so demoralized that many other 
personalities are victims of similar 
frustrations, aggressions and halluci- 
nations.” ” 

McCarthy, rather than the spir- 
itual father, was the spiritual off- 
spring of a trend in American life, 
penetratingly described well over a 
century before the advent of “Mc- 
Carthyism” by Alexis De Tocqueville, 
who knew no country “in which there 
was so little independence of mind 
and real freedom of discussion as in 
America” 8, 


“CRIMESTOP” AND “AMERICAN” THINKING 


While Rovere is preoccupied with 
McCarthy’s operating methods and 
devotes much space to the multiple- 
lie technique, another not less im- 
portant McCarthy technique almost 
escapes his attention, precisely be- 
cause he separates his hero from the 
totality of the American scene. In 
view of McCarthy’s vulnerability in 
such respects as truthfulness, finan- 
cial integrity, and personal conduct, 
his success would be unthinkable 
were it not for his never compro- 
mised insistence that opposition to 
him was and could be motivated only 
by Communism or pro-Communism. 

This perfidious technique was no 
more than an adaptation of a term 
which has long been ingrained in the 
American mind. There is no segment 
of trath in the intended implications 
of the term “the American way of 
life”. I profess having no inkling of 
what the “American way of life’ is 
supposed to be. To me a life can be 
just or unjust, honorable or corrupt, 
rich or dull, but by what means, other 
than geographical coincidence, it be- 
comes “American” is to me an enig- 
ma. And yet, it is one of the com- 
monest expressions in America. 
Semantically meaningless, it consti- 
tutes an intellectual technique of in- 
timidation. Through it, our always 
present sloganeers attempt to fright- 
en away the individual from certain 
thoughts by classifying such thoughts 
as “un-American”. 

“Americanism” of thinking is a self- 
imposed thought censorship which 
meets George Orwell’s definition of 
“Crimestop”. “Crimestop”, says Or- 
well, “means the faculty of stopping 
short, as though by instinct, at the 
threshold of any dangerous thought. 
It includes the power of not grasp- 
ing analogies, of failing to perceive 
logical errors, of misunderstanding 
the simplest arguments if they are 


9 Nineteen Eighty-Four, pub. by Har- 
court, Brace & Co., New York, 1949, p. 213 


inimical ..., and of being bored or 
repelled by any train of thought 
which is capable of leading in a he- 
retical direction. Crimestop, in short, 
means protective stupidity.” 

It is “Crimestop’’, which, as a mat- 
ter of example, makes us, on the one 
hand, supersensitive to real or imagi- 
nary espionage directed against us, 
while, on the other hand, it makes us 
“positively know” that each time an 
American agent is accused of spying, 
the latter case is no more than an 
“inconceivable lie” on the part of our 
enemies. Similarly, each time our ad- 
versaries claim to have detected our 
reconnaisance planes over their terri- 
tories, we preconditionally “know” 
that it was not so. And this in spite 
of the fact that, like nowhere else 
in the world, our magazines, radio, 
and television continually feature and 
extol the adventures of our intelli- 
gence agents. 

“Crimestop” lends one the ability 
of drawing a differentiating line be- 
tween identical political twins such 
as the 1954 events in Guatemala 
and the 1956 events in Hungary, be- 
tween “coerced”, “imposed” “puppet” 
regimes of East Europe and the 
“free’, “democratic” and “repre- 
sentative” “Chinese” government of 
Chiang-Kai-Shek, which is to be 
found nowhere in China. What an 
unfailing “power of not grasping 
analogies”! 

It always seemed to me that 
thoughts can be measured in terms 
of correctness, logic, depth, knowl- 
edgeableness, and on the other hand 
—in terms of stupidity, irrelevance, 
shallowness, ignorance. So, what, for 
intelligence’s sake, is the “American 
way of life” and what is “American” 
thinking?! 

I plead no naivete. I am aware 
that, should for instance, a repre- 
sentative of the steel industry under- 
take to answer my question, he would 
define the demands of steel workers 
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for higher wages as “utterly un- 
American”, perhaps even “pinko” 
and “subversive”. According to AMA 
each public health clinic would fall 
into this category, and according to 
Senator McClellan these adjectives 
would apply to the power of cor- 
rupt unions (off the record—unions, 
whether corrupt or otherwise). Were 
Admiral Louis Strauss ever to revise 
an American dictionary, his defini- 
tion of ‘‘un-American thinking’’ 
would pertain to all those who favor 
the revealing of the truth about 
atomic fallout. 


THE ART OF RELATING 
THE UNRELATED 


The striking similarity between all 
these not-so-hypothetical instances 
lies in the impertinence between 
thesis and evidence. 

The technique of the protagonists 
of “American” thinking is to prove 
something, but to pretend that some- 
thing else was proved. Since there 
must be an element of truth in what- 
ever they are proving, the actual 
fraud occurs in applying correct, or 
partly correct, but unsupporting evi- 
dence to impertinent matters. The 
popular saying “George Washington 
slept in that bed. If you don’t believe 
it, there’s the bed” reflects such 
fraudulent technique which, obvious- 
ly, has been employed widely enough 
to leave a satiric mark on American 
folklore. 

Orwell’s grim prophecy regarding 
the “Doublethink” mentality well 
antedates his picture of Nineteen 
Eighty-Four; “To know and not to 
know, to be conscious of complete 
truthfulness while telling carefully 
constructed lies, to hold simultane- 
ously opinions which canceled out, 
knowing them to be contradictory 
and believing in both of them, to use 
logic against logic, to repudiate mo- 
rality while laying claim to it, to 
know that democracy was impossible 
and that the Party was the guardian 
of democracy, to forget whatever it 
was necessary to forget, then to 
draw it back into memory again at 
the moment when it was needed, and 
then promptly to forget it again, and 
above all, to apply the same process 
to the process itself—that was the 
ultimate subtlety: consciously to in- 
duce unconsciousness, and then, once 
again, to become unconscious of the 
act of hypnosis you had just per- 
formed. Even to understand the word 
‘doublethink’ involved the use of 
doublethink” ”, “the essential act... 
is to use conscious deception while 
retaining the firmness of purpose that 
goes with complete honesty.” ™ 

While we are still removed a whole 
generation from Orwell’s deadline, 
doublethink is widely employed in 
politics, business, and advertising. 


10 Thid., p. 36 
11 Ibid., p. 215 
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The “power of positive thinking” may 
sound quite innocent when proclaimed 
from the pages of a book by a busi- 
ness advisor or a family consultant, 
but in reality it is, all too often, noth- 





ing else than a misnomer for double- 
think. (With the ears of my imagina- 
tion I hear the prophets of “positive 
thinking” claim that I moronically 
misunderstood them.) 


DOUBLETHINK IN COMMERCE AND EVERYWHERE ELSE 


I have recently had a prolonged 
opportunity of observing a large na- 
tional sales organization in action. 
The chief executive in charge of hir- 
ing salesmen, freely admitted to me 
that his success in engaging men for 
insecure and dubious positions was 
due to his extensive use of misrepre- 
sentations and false promises to the 
job applicants. At the same time, 
however, he also explained his hiring 
success by the fact that he sincerely 
believed in each and every word he 
was saying to the misled applicant. 
Subsequently, the company novices 
were taught to use an abundance of 
lies and misrepresentations towards 
prospective customers. At the same 
time, however, no effort was saved 
to impress upon the salesman that 
no gimmick salesmanship was toler- 
ated. In order to be effective, the 
doublethinker has to be aware of 
the fact that he is tampering with 
facts, but at the same time he has 
to believe in the tampered version of 
the facts. The depicted kind of sales- 
manship was intended to create the 
enthusiasm and conviction which nor- 
mally accompany the truth only. Pro- 
fessional sales experts, who stress 
the importance of enthusiasm in sales 
presentations, have often in mind 
nothing but a commercial application 
of doublethink. 

We meet many other doublethink- 
ers daily, on the screen of our TV 
sets. (Or, weren’t you impressed 


12 See Aldous Huxley’s enlightening dis- 
sertations on propaganda. 


with the sincere happiness of the an- 
nouncer who was just telling you 
what a laxative did for him?) 

In political terms, doublethink has 
been a method employed ever since 
the Federalists identified political 
opposition with sedition, through the 
pogrom of the rising Socialist Party 
during World War I, to McCarthy’s 
recent assassinations of freedom—all 
of them having claimed to defend 
freedom against real or imaginary 
enemies. 

If we should ever attempt to clean 
our house of doublethink, no means 
would be spared by political, mili- 
tary, business, advertising and re- 
ligious circles to prevent us from 
such an overdue house cleaning. They 
would suppress our attempts as they 
successfully opposed the teaching of 
propaganda analysis prior to and 
during the early days of World War 
II.!2. And yet, as long as doublethink 
is permitted to flourish and is more 
and more becoming an accepted part 
in management and leadership train- 
ing. McCarthyism remains with us. 
It is with us in a much more danger- 
ous, basic, and perveting form than 
the ostentatious vulgarities of the 
man from Wisconsin. 

If the term “brain-washing” im- 
plies such perversion of a mind as 
enables, through destroying its log- 
ical discipline, to impose otherwise 
unacceptable thoughts, it was Mc- 
Carthyism as well as “Americanism 
of thinking” which commonly sup- 
plied perfect instances of it. 


THE IGNORANT PERCEPTION 


The demagogue feeds on ignorance. 
He provides .the ignorant with an 
emotional perception of complicated 
problems which otherwise would be 
utterly incomprehensible to him. 
The one who discards his news- 
paper after devouring its sensa- 
tional crime accounts, sport scores, 
and gossip columns, is pitiably de- 
prived of the necessary background 
to understand important national and 
international events. In such a state, 
any sloganeering oversimplification 
offers itself as a substitute for back- 
ground knowledge and _ intelligent 
analysis. When developments take 
place in Cuba, for instance, the ig- 
noramus’ conception of such events 
has nothing to be derived from but 
personal intuition. From newspaper 
headlines he knows that these devel- 
opments are unpleasant to him as an 
American. The unpleasant emotional 
complex within him, which he calls 
Communism, is agitated. The relief 


from desperate personal inadequacy 
of understanding is great. Suddenly 
the issue (never issues) is perfectly 
clear; Communism in Cuba, that’s 
it! Or, Communists in the Depart- 
ment of State! Or, treason on the 
part of the President “J.was always 
against”! (A lazy commentator, re- 
porter or politician, tired of having 
to study up on each event in a never 
ending flow of events, may well adopt 
this technique as a shortcut to being 
able to produce a story or a com- 
ment.) 

McCarthy and his immediate spir- 
itual predecessor, the Committee on 
Un-American Activities of the House 
of Representatives, added a new di- 
mension to the technique of relegat- 
ing unrelated evidence to an ad- 
vanced thesis. They introduced its 
use in reverse. While until now the 
PRESENCE of unrelated evidence 
was asserted as proving unsupported 
contentions, from now on the AB- 
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SENCE of evidence served the same 
end. An individual’s plea of the Fifth 
Amendment makes any evidence so 
withheld unavailable and non-exist- 
ent. Yet, such ABSENCE of evidence 
was construed as evidence and, in- 
variably, as incriminating evidence. 


FROM THEORY TO PRACTICE 
IN DOUBLETHINK 


This does not exhaust the moral 
perversion of our traditional archi- 
tects of conformity. The irrelevance 
between thesis and evidence is not 
confined to a fraudulent technique of 
intellectual deduction. To be effec- 
tive, it had to be paralleled by a sys- 
tem of execution similar in nature. 
That’s why the intellectual fraud did 
not come but to clear the way for a 
political fraud. That’s how a system 
of impertinence between crime and 
punishment developed. As the mere 
presence of a gun would not prove a 
man guilty of murder, so it would 
be unjust and ridiculous to punish an 
actual killer, let’s say, for spitting 
on the victim’s floor rather than for 
the killing. It would be doubly fraud- 
ulent if the minor, or incidental of- 
fense were punished with a severity 
intended to expiate the main crime. 

And yet, when citizen X becomes 
a “trouble maker”, or a liability to 
someone representing an accepted 
code, often, rather than to battle the 
dividing issues frontally and directly, 
citizen X may well get a traffic ticket 
even if he never drove a car in his 
life. Or, we might start investigating 
his income tax returns, which never 
concerned us prior to his becoming 
an opponent. Or, he may lose his 
job. When we fight corruption—and 
what could be more commendable? !— 
it will usually be for an ulterior mo- 
tive, or we would not have fought it. 
I would be the last one to condone 
corruption in labor unions, or any- 
where else, but it is rather a general 
realization that it is not corruption 
in itself which is being so ardently 
fought at the present, but also union- 
ism as such. 

Somehow, we have no qualms 
about settling our political and other 
public grievances by means irrelevant 
to the problems involved. Our “ac- 
count” with Charlie Chaplin, for in- 
stance, was, at least partly, “settled” 
through the good offices of the Inter- 
nal Revenue. So were the “accounts” 
of many adversaries in public life. 
In fact, there seems to be such a 
wide spread cheating going on with 
respect to taxes, that in spite of our 
general attitude of “let sleeping dogs 
lie’, tax investigations became a fa- 
vorite weapon we use against any 
adversary. But again, not before he 
became an adversary. 

As tax investigations for ulterior 
motives became acceptable, so did 
the manipulated administration of 

(Continued on next page) 
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other law enforcement. One of the 
most frequent abuses, clumsily 
dressed up in a pretense of legality, 
is to be found in prosecutions on 
charges of “disorderly conduct”. The 
vagueness of this charge offers a 
legal sanctuary for authorities to re- 


acting in the spirit of law and legal- 
ity is a paraphrasing of Orwell’s 
definition, which, unfortunately, does 
not have to wait till nineteen eighty- 
four to become true. 

It was precisely this old, tradition 
sanctioned technique which McCarthy 





e¢ OF the jury in Newburgh, N.Y., 
which, on October 27th, acquit- 
ted industrialist Malcolm R. 
White of murder in shooting of 
Alfred A. Dugan, union official 
who tried to organize his cable 
factory. White testified he be- 
lieved Dugan was about to shoot 
him, so he opened fire first. 
Dugan was found to have been 
unarmed and shot in the back. 


OF the Washington newspaper, 

which usually devotes its front 

page headlines to crime, while to 

the above trial it devoted a single 

column less than six inches long, 
- on page No. 17. 


OF Court Clerk Clayton K. Wat- 
kins’, of Maryland, refusal to 





Of What I Am Ashamed 


hand over to Roy R. Torcaso his 
drawn up commission as a no- 
tary public, when Torcaso balked 
at the last formality—the af- 
firmation of God’s existence. 


OF the all-white Pearl River 
County, Miss., grand jury, which 
refused to indict anyone for the 
lynching of Negro Mack Charles 
Parker last spring. The 378- 
page FBI report on the case, 
which Gov. J. P. Coleman turned 
over to the district attorney and 
Pearl River prosecutor, never 
reached the grand jury. 


OF an American President’s 
fraternizing with dictator Fran- 
co culminated by Mr. Eisenhow- 
er’s visit to Spain. 








sort to when their intended impinge- 
ment upon an individual, if presented 
honestly, would be procrastinated or 
defeated by his constitutional rights. 


Men have been jailed or ostracized on 
charges of “disorderly conduct”, their 
careers broken, for no other reason 
than their political, social, or religious 
convictions, for exercising their 
rights of free speech and free asso- 
ciation. Newspapers had been forced 
into silence, and political groupings 
disbanded, while all laws pertaining 
to freedom of press or to free asso- 
ciation were carefully avoided in 
favor of the all inclusive charge of 
“disorderly conduct’.** Indeed, it 
would be a challenging task for a 
legal scholar and historian to present 
us with a work on the history of legal 
fraud facilitated by laws pertaining 
to “disorderly conduct”. A not less 
shockingly revealing picture would 
emerge from an objective study of 
disguised but effective political cen- 
sorship exercised in different periods 
by the Postmaster General through 
keeping matter out of the mails. 
Such is the face of doublethink in 
action. To break laws knowingly, 
while claiming to enforce them, and 
in doing so also to know that one is 


18 Qut of a great number of books in 
which sporadic or periodic treatment of this 
problem is undertaken, I wish to draw the 
reader’s attention to: 

1. Freedom’s Fetters, by James Morton 

Smith, Cornell University Press, Ith- 
aca, N. Y., 1956; 

2. Opponents of War, 1917-1918, by H. 
C. Peterson and Gilbert C. Fite, The 
University of Wisconsin Press, Madi- 
son, Wis., 1957. 


adapted to his own ends. He never 
battled his adversaries on their 
grounds. Instead, he had them 
“investigated” and their biographies 
“edited”. True enough, he did it with 
great skill, but the reckless idea and 
the unscrupulous method were not 
his. They were borrowed from an 
arsenal which preceded him and 
which has outlived him. 

When our non-driving adversary is 
getting a speeding ticket, we usu- 
ally tend to join a conspiracy of 
silence. Once the adversary is estab- 
lished, we care little about the means 
by which he is being fought. Since 
we dislike him, why not be a false 
witness against him (as long as there 
is no danger of our perjury being 
exposed, or as long as we can feel 
safe that an exposure would not be 
followed by repercussions against 
us) ? The villain was acquitted by the 
court of law, why not trump up some 
incidental charges against him which 
would land him in jail anyway?! 
The charge of treason or espionage 
would not stick?—Don’t give up, per- 
haps the charge of perjury will... 

Such was the face of McCarthyism 
long before it acquired its personal- 
ized name. Nameless once more, it is 
still with us. 


THE OTHER SIDE OF THE COIN 


At least in one respect McCarthy 
rendered a good service to the Amer- 
ican public. He carried the tradi- 
tional intolerance and conformistic 
brain-washing to such ridiculous, 
caricaturish extravagancies as to alert 
and alarm all potentially liberal ele- 
ments. While there was never before 
McCarthy as intensive a witch hunt 
sweeping the country (I am not too 
positive as to the correctness of this 
contention), there was also never 
such an awakening and mobilization 
of liberal thought (I am quite posi- 
tive about this). Rovere in his book 
comes close to seeing this uninten- 
tional influence of McCarthy. He 
states: “the United States Supreme 
Court took judicial notice of the rents 
McCarthy was making in the fabric 
of liberty and thereupon wrote a se- 
ries of decisions that have made the 
fabric stronger than before.” * And 
so did some newspapers, politicians. 
educators, many individuals and 
among them Mr. Rovere and his 
present critic. 

With the disappearance of McCar- 
thy the caricature is gone, and the 
liberal troops safely feel they may 
disband.: Everything seems. to be re- 
turning to “normal”, and the watch- 
towers of liberty may be abandoned 
as they were before McCarthy made 
us man them. 

And what is it we are returning 
to? 

What is our state of “normalcy”? 


14 Senator Joe McCarthy, p. 264 
15 Democracy in America, Vol. I, p. 265 


—If it is, as De Tocqueville claimed, 
that “freedom of opinion does not 
exist in America” , perhaps it would 
have been better if we could still be 
looking into the magnifying mirror 
of McCarthyism and be frightened 
by its ugly reflection? 

McCarthy’s unintentional service to 
American liberalism was as great as 
our unwillingness to trade perpetual 
self-praise for constructive self-criti- 
cism. 
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